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Scnator Chavez, Mr. Wills.

STATEMENT OF W, C. WILLS, PRESIDENT,
FAIRFAX COUNTY CHAMBER OF COMMERCE,
FAIRFAX, VIRGINIA

Mr. Wills. Mr. Chairman, I am ¥§. C. Wills,
president of the Chamber of Commerce. I live in
Annandale, Virginia. The Fairfax County Chanber of
Commerce has approximately 500 members, of which we donot
have knowingly a dissenting votc against the CIA to be
located at the Langley site. I 1 is made up of the
1caders of business and civic and professional people throughout
the county. They have repeatedly endorsed wholcheartedly
the CIA coming into Fairfax County.

nere seems to be a great controversy about the

roads and parkwaysg, and I would like to make a short
statement with regard to that, if I may.

The people in the Langley area certainly want
the Washington Memorial Parkway. That is a planned project
as all of you know here, Going back to the Shirley Highway,
the Shirley Highway is probably one of the most overcrowded
roads we have in the area today. The State of Virginia
stated they would takc it over from the maintenance

standpoint ®% if the Federal Governmeunt would spend an
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is closc to the Winkler tract. They have to have an
additional expansion of thal road if it is to handle
the terrific load of traffid to be dumped on the Winkler
tract.

The site of 123 is to the south of the CIA location
and does not go through it.

That is all, Mr. Chairman.

Senator Chavez, Thank you, sir.

(The statement rcferred to follows:)
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Senator Stennis. I was sent a letter signed hy
the Chairman of tﬁe County of Fairbax Board of Supervisors
and I put that in the record the day the authorization
bill was finally passed. 1Is that still the position of
the County Board, that they favor this langley site?

Mr, Wills. Yes, sir.

Mr. Massey. Yes, Ssir, I can answer that very
definitely, The Board is on record on three occasions on
favoring it, and not on any occasion as not favoring it
as you have in the record.

Senator Chavez., Mr. Smith.

STATEMENT OF RICHARD M, SMITH,
EDITOR AND PUBLISHER, THE
PROVIDENCE, JOURNAL, MCLEAN, VA,

Mr. Smith. Mr. Chairman and members of the committec,
I will read this hurriedly because of time.

I am Richard M., Smith, editor of The Providence
Journal, a weekly newspaper with offices in McLean,
Virginia,

I sympathize fully with the feelings of those who are
appearing befoee you today in opposition to the location
of the Central Intelligence Agency at Langley, as
for a great many years I, too, have, both personally and

through my néwspaper, opposed every project which I thought
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would change the character of the neighborhood. Only a

few months ago I was among those who voted against the

CIA proposal at a meeting of the McLean Citizens Sssodation.
My vote on that occasion was based on information

given by the speaker, which I now have every reason to believe
was grossly exaggerated, and presented a picture far from

the truth,

Even at that the vote was only 105 to 80 against it,
with some 50 people present not voting at all,
which indicated that they at least were not against it.

A number of developments are now taking place in the
McLean-Langley area, completely aside from CIA, which make
it necessary for those of us who have thus far opposed
any change, to reassess our position.

Late in 1953, over our opposition, the County
voted a $20,000,000 integrated sewer system, and at the
present moment a $2,000,000 unit of it is being
installed throughout the McLean-Langley érea. Our success
in prior years in beating down local sewage proposals
was largely responsible for the bypassage of the section by
the building developers, and the retention of our semi-rural
atmosphere. Within the past two years, the City of Falls
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rapidly pushing its nctwork of mains in every direction.
Because of these utilities, a building rush began in

the McLean-Langley area befaore the CIA had been dreamed
of, and is now increasing in tempo every day,

1 further understand on good authority that under
the Urban Roads scction of the impending National Highway
bill, the hell highway connecting the proposed Cabin John
Bridge, adjacent to the Langley site, and Jounes Point
Btidge at Alexandria, has received ecxceedingly high
priority, and will pxrdmbly be built within the next few
years, This road will further increase the development .
of the McLean-Langley area,

Thesc developments make it necessary for us to
reassess our position. We cannot logically pretend that
the McLean Langley area can retain all of its past semi-
rural atmosphere. We must realize that a change is underway,
regardless of CIA, and devote our efforts toward the
strengthening of zoning and other restrictions which will
guide the development along desirable lines.

The speaker at the meeting of the McLean Citizens
Association some months ago sai that an agency such as CIA
would bring 35,000 permanent residents to the McLean
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sized installations lmd brought to othef places. 1If CIA

~ were placed in some distant town, forcing all of its
employees to move there, and bringing in its wake the
usual assoetment of butchers, bakers and candlestick makors
to serve them, there might be some truth to his statement,
As to the Langley site, howecver, we believe it was utterly
fantastic and misleading, for the following reasons.

The Bureau of Public Roads land is right on the Btomac
about two miles above Chain Bridge. It is proposed to
extend the George Washington Memorial Boulevard from its
present terminus near Key Bridge to the site
if CIA locates there, This boulevard will forma great
traffic artery, from which the various bfidges and
boulevards now serving Northern Virginia and Washington
branch off, With these facilities, plus the two proposed
new bridges at Roosevelt Island and at Cabin John, we
would say there is scarcely a single employee who
could not reach the Langley site as easily, or more so,
thaﬁ he can now readh its present location. There would he
no reason for any of them to move in order to be nearer
his work.

I understand that about 70 per cent of the CIA employees
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per cent in Virginia., In coming to the Langley site, they
would readh the Memorial Boulevard from the bridges, or
from the numerous Virginia boulevards which connect with
it between Alexandria and Langley, and drive up the
Memorial Boulevard to the site. This would intefere with
present road traffic scarcely at all, and few residents
of the McLean Langley area would even know they were there,

I can think of no location in the entire Greater
Washington area more ideally suited for CIA than Langley,
nor one which woulé affect the area in which it ixw was
located less. Sites such as have been suggested around
Alexandria would complicate traffic seriously, They
would also add at least 15 minutes od driving time, both
going and coming, for the great majority of CIA employees,
This extra driving time alone would consume some 4,000
extra man hours each day for thk employees of CIA. Many
of them would feel it necessary to move from their present
homes to others nearer the site. The Langley location
presents none of these problems.

Thank you, gentlemen.

Senator Chavez, Thank you, sir, Mr. Paxkexx Carper.
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STATEMENT OF OSWALD V. CARPER, McLEAN, VA,

Mr. Carper. Mr. Chairman and mcmbers of the committec,
my namec is Oswald V. Carper. I am a lifelong resident of
McLean, Virginia, which with Langley makes up the
community closest to the proposed site for the CIA there.

I am in the contracting business. I am a mcmber of the
Fairfax County Planning Commission, on the Executive
Committee of the Virginia State Grange, and a member of the
Board of Directors of the Fairfax County Chamber of Commerce.

Both as a resident of McLean, familiar with the local
issue in gquestion, and as a citizen of Fairfax County,
looking at the intercsts as I see them of the whole area,

I believe strongly in the Langley site for the CIA, As a
member of the Bax Planning Commission of Fairfax County, whose
members serve practically without pay as a civic service,

I try to keep my outlook as fairly objective as I can, with
regard for the best interests of all concerned in all parts

of the county.

In what I say in favor of Langley for the CIA, I
am simply joining in the conclusions of the great majority
of my friends and neighbors in the McLean Langley community.

We feel that those who object to the CIA there are not
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reason to believe that these objcctoré are extremely few rela-—
tive to the others, Certainly most of the pcople I know
around there eﬁrnestly want this fine government agency
located on the proposed site, CIA has been a main topic
of discussion in our community for months past, and on the
basis of known facts, the majority have rcached a
judgment strongly favoring it,

I think I am acquainted With as many McLean and Langley
people as anybody you might find. Most of those I know
feel that the CIA at Langley will bring a lot of benefits,
such as accelerated improvements in roads, possibly speeding
up of the urgently needed Cabin John Bridge, and other
things long overdue, particularly the o%tension of the
George Washington Parkway into Fairfax County, which has
been discussed for years. Above all, we fecl that the CIA
With its high standards of personnel will assure a fine
class of new neighbors and development of the site with
creditable dignity and teaste, Knowing we cannot expect to
keep the somewhat rural a@haracter of our area forever, we
want the CIA because we consider it the best of the agencies
that could be located on the proposed site., I thank you.

Senator Chavez. Thank you, sir,
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Mr. Carper. He is not here, sir.
Senator Chavez. Mr. Pancoast.

STATEMENT OF JOSEPH M. PANCOAST, VICE
MAYOR OF THE CITY OF ALEXANDRIA, VA,

Mr. Pancoast. I am Joseph M. Pancoast, Vice Mayor
of the City of Alexandr;a and the governing body, the
City Council, has delegated to our city manager, Mr.
Ira F. Willard the opportunity fto inform you on
the facts as we see them. So I will introduce Mr. Willard
at this time, with your permission,

Senator Chavez. We will be very glad to hear Mr.
Willard.

STATEMENT OF IRA F, WILLARD, CITY MANAGER,
ALEXANDRIA, VIRGINIA, ACCOMPANIED BY

VICE MAYOR PANCOAST, COUNCILMAN JAMES M.
DUNCAN, JR., AND DAVID S, HADDOCK OF THE
ALEXANDRIA CHAMBER OF COMMERCE.

Mr. Willard. Senators, Alexandria has been running
pretty close to last all the way round in this location
of the CIA building, but we want to tell you that we
appreciate the opportunity that you give us to hear us now,
We have a delegation here from the City of Alexandria,
members of the City Council and members of the Chamber
of Commerce. We held a meeting yesterday and decided

in the interest of the conservation of time of the committee
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delegation.

Senator Chavez. We appreciate that,

Mr. Willard. If you would pernit me, I will give that
statement,

Before I go into it, sir, I would like to introduce
the other members of the delegat ion,

Councilman James M., Duncan, Jr., Mr. David S, Haddock,
representing the Alexandria Chamber of Commerce, and our
Statc Scnator arrived this morning -- we did not know he
was going to be here -- and he said he would like to make
a brief statement at the onddof my statement ax if the
committece would permit.

Senator Chavez. How lon is your statement.

Mr. Willard. I would run over it in about ten minutes.

I would 1like to say that the Mayor would have also been
here, but he was called out of town and could not make it.
He is vitally intcrested in this project,

Several months ago word was receieed in the City of
Alexandria that the CIA was looking for a site on which
to locate a new building, which is the topic of this meet ing
this morning. Articles appeared in thenewspapers indicating
that their first interest had been a site xxxA at Langley,
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to locating the hbuilding there.

Realizing that the City of Alexandria had many
advantages to offer, a delegation called upon the
awthoritics of the Ccntral Intelligence Agency at which
time they were greeted with this statcmeat from the CIA
officials: 'We arc glad that SOmebody wants us." Since
that time the position of the City of Alexandria has not
changed. We do not know whether the position of the other
parties in intercst to this matter has changed or not. We
hope that it has not.

When our delegation cxplained to the CIA officials what
advantages we had, they were intercsted and requested that
no information be made public as to this matter due to the
highly secret nature of the operations of that Agency.
out of deference to their request all meetings, confecrences
and oIficial acts of the City of Alexandria had not been
made public and no official statement has heretofore becn
made by any official of the City of Alexandria., We would
still continue to respect the request of the Central
Intelligence Agency were it not for the fact that we fcel at
this time the case of the City of Alexandria should be
publicly presented for the benefit of this committec. So
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advantages whoh we consider the City of Alexandria x has to
offer for the location of the building in our city.

I would 1liké to show you a map of the Metropolitan
Area which shows both sites -- Langley and Alexandria.

This is a large scale map that you can look at closely.
You can see from this map that Alexandria site is six miles
distant from the White House and four miles distant from
the Pentagon Building, whereas the Langley site is seven
miles distant from the White House, and seven and a half
miles distant from the Pengagoﬁ. Mr. Dulles stated before
the committee that the distance of the proposed building .
should be within 10 or 15 minutes of the White House, X»
He later stated that the volume of business which X® the
Agancy conducted with the Pentagon was tjo or three times
greater than that conducted with others., In etther event,
the Alexandria site more than meets the specifications

so far as distance 1s concerned,

The Alexandtia site also has an adequate road net
extending in all directions; bus transportation is available
through an existing transit company which is amply equipped
to serve this area,

Senator Chavez, No strikes there.
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1aw which xp prohibits that.

Adequate power lines are available; water mains are already
in existence which will serve this ﬁrea; a trunk sewcr is
already in existencc and another tunk sewer is being
completed into the site connecting with the $9 million
sewage treatment plant which will go into Xoperation in the
city in July 1956; a new telephone exchange building is
being completed by the Chesapeake & Potomac Telephone
Company to expand the services in this area; new housing
facilities for the cmployees of the Agency, constructed
within the last five years, includes 8300 apartments
within five minutes of the Alexandria site which rent from
$65 ¥o $125 a month. There is also new housing which
includes 3700 houses within 15 minutes of the site and at
present 300 more are under construction, Extensive older
housing is available for sale or rent in Alexandria and
adjacent Fairfax County. Adequate public and private
schools are available for all of this housing, and already
the City of Alexandria has projected additional school
buildings in undeveloped land of the city in anticipation of
furtter development of the city. Within 500 yards of the

proposed site is a new high school which will cost in
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plants in the United States.

In oobnnection with accessibility it is importaht to
note that the Alexandria site is on the Shirley Highway
and traffic to and from the site during rush hours will run
counterwisc to the prevailing hcavy traffic into and out
of Washington,

I don't know if any members of the committe e
arc acquainted with the Shirlcy Highway. 1In the mornings

going into Washington the road is completely loaded.

Coming from Washington towards the Winkler site it is practically
empty. In the evenings the traffic ooming out of Washington on
the Shirley Highway is heavy, whereas into it it is nominal,

I belicve it is impoftant to consider that.

I do not wish to depreccatec the Langley site to the
committee, but the statement which I want to make is mercly
for the purpose of comparing the two sites. At Langley therc
arc no roads of fair capabity; the bus sE transportation
is inadequatc; no power, water or sewage services are
available; no sizeable telephorne facilities are in cxistence
and none planned to my knowledge; and there is no comparable
housing available in this area as indicated by the rural
nature of this area on the map, duc to the rural character
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if any, school facilities are available.

The cost of locating the site in Alexandria 1iw®
nominal compared to the cost running into millioms for
providing access roads, utilities and facilities which wiil
be required before this pooposed puilding at Langley could
B% be used, With this in mind, it is hoped that the
committee will appropriate the money needed for building
the structure at once, and that the structure be located
in Alexandria, where all things needed for this building
are already in existence.

Now, gentlemen, we have wanted the building from
the very beginning, and we still want this building. There
has been no word of official objection to the location of
such a building in Alexandria, and, to @y kﬁowledge, no
official objection s been made to the location of the
Building in the City of Alexandria., ¥»x The reason for
this, I believe, is that the site which we propose is
entirely adapted to the use for which the Land will be put
and no citizen of the city or any other place will be
inconvenienced ¥ as the result of the building being located
there.

Contrarily, numerous complaints and objections have
Approved For Release 2004/08/31 : CIA-RDP63T00245R000100160004-9
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coynection wilh the location of the building at Langley,

I am sure that thce mcmbers of the committee are acquainted

with thesce objection because they have been madc for a long time
and are still ¢ontinuing to be made.

It is the hope of the City of Alexandria that the
committec will give favor able consideration to the many
ipatipns advantagos which the City of Alexandria offers
for the location of the building in this city, and that suchn
will be the recommendation of the committce for final adoption
by the Congress,

In summary, lct me qudite the testimony of Mr. Dulles
before the House Appropriat ions Subcommittee as follows:

"We would be rather handicapped, for example, if the
authorizati on were only for what we expect to expend next

year, If we had the funds in hand for the building we

could procced with assurance. Point No. 1, therefore, is

that CIA neceds their building now, for a variety of reasons
which Mr. Dulles gave tothe House Subcommittee, and he

desires that all funds required for the building be

appropriated at this time. Point No. 2, because of the distance
to the White House and Pcntagon, it appears that a site in
Maryland would bhe unsitable. Point No. 3, the Langley
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it is uncconomical, becauso of the 1ack of site
facilitics at Langley, and because of the strong
opposition of local residents in the area, Point No. 4,
the Alexandria site is entirecly suitable and is availablc for
immediate commencement of construction, if funds for the
land and buildings arc fully appoopriated at this session
of the Congress, Point No. 5, there does not appear to be
any compclling rcason why the authorization of $8,500,000
for the Geocorge Washington Mecmorial Parkway should not be
eliminated from the appropriation, and no rcason
appears ®hy the prescent Congress should not appropriate the
full amount for thcland and building in order that
construction could be begun immediatcly.for the CIA in the
Alexandria area,.

Thank you very much, gentlemen, for your courteous
consideration of this matter.

Senator Chavez, I would like to submit for the
record a resolution which has becn passed ay the City
Council of the City of Alexandria, inviting and requesting
the CIA to locate there.

Also a little brochure which somebody prepared and
gave to me this morning to be incorporated in the record.
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member of the Regional Council Planning Commission, of
his opinion as to the location at Langley.

A letter from Mr, J. S. Everly, the president of
the Alexandria Chamber of Commerce, inviting the CIA
to locate in the area,

With this I would like to introduce our State
Senator, Mr. Both.

(The infarmation referred to follows:)
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Alexandria Chamber of Commerce, Inc.

Organized in 1906
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CIAPIang$38 Million Building

Third as

L

arge as Pentagon

On Federal Property at Langley

Will House 8,000;
All Units Will Be
Under One Roof

By Mary Lou Werner

The Government's super-secret
Central Intelligence Agency pro-
poses to build a $38 million
headquarters building which will
house 8,000 to 10,000 persons at
Langley in Fairfax Counly, Va.,
The Star learned today.

The mammoth installation—
—about one-third the size of the
Pentagon—will consolidate the
scaltered offices of CIA in and
around Washington.

EVENING STAR
SAYS:

One hundred acres thal now
serve the Burcau of Public Roads
for highway research has been
srlected for the CIA office site,
it was learned.. The property is
on Route 193—known as Old
Goorgetown pike—and stretches
all the way to the Potomac River.

Hope for Start in April.

Informed sources said CIA
hoped to start construction in
April. It is expected the project
will takc two years Lo complete.
Fairfax County officials have
been told that 8,000 persons will
be employed at first, and ulti-
mately 10,000 persons will work
there.

A spokesman for CIA said the
agency was “very deflnitely” in-
terested in the Langley site, but
dgelared that plans to begin
construction there still were not
AsAnite.
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JUST CONFUSED /

Calendar No. 701
|
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St CoNaness )} SENATE
Ixt Session f 1

AUTHORIZING CONSTRUCTION AT AMILITARY, NAVAT,
AND AR FORCE INSTALLATIONS
Trea: 1V

This title of the bill would authorize the Dircetor of Centeal Intelli-
senee o eonstruet a heaslgquarters buoilding, togrether with related
Facilities, appurtenances, utilitios, and peeees romls al o cost not (o
oxeecd $53,500,000.

Selection of asite for this construction was (he subject of enrefnl
committee inquiry. One of the proposed loea Gons it i stll avery
likely possibility “is on Government-ownel lnnd ot Pagelev, Vao
this site is finally chosen, an extension aof the G
Memorial Purkway (vom its present terminns appreNi
below Chain Bridge ta (he resenreh station of (e Bureau of Publie
Roads ot Langley, Va pproximately 3t oaniles ahave Chain Bride,
would he vequired. The il ineludos s hority o fraesfer 88,500,000
o the National Capiial Planning Conmmis<ion und (e Department of
Tuterior for the wequisition of Lind and the construetion of the exten
ston ol this parkway. Il (he Langley site is not selected, this
$3,500000 would not be available for oblizntion. The  orivingl
estimate of $6 million for Tand aequisition nta <ite other than Laneley
has been redueed by the commit(ee (o 51 willion. :
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Langley Site
For Building

By Nobert C. Atnronk
Bk Reporiar

The  Central Intelligence |
Agency has  abandoned the!
Langley (Va) mite far its |\vn$
iposed  new  38mullion-dollar!
'hoadqum"('rs. i

The National Capual  Re-!
monal Ulamiung Counerl voted|
yesterday lo apprave the loca
tion, although two members ean |
tered a strong dissent. But!
within minutes of the Couneil ef
action, ClA nottind the Na ‘[
tional Capital Plannming Com. |
mission it was withdrawing 1~
request for NCPC approval of !
the site, reqanred by law, H

*The  Planming  Cammission |
then voled (o 1o with the Re
gional Council i an effort m‘\
find nther suttable sites far (he
intelhigence agency |

i
i

WASHINGTON POST
SAYS!:

CIA s abandonment of  the
Langley site, accarding to Rep
Joel T Broyhll (Rvar re
sulted from refusal or ynability
of the eommumity and the state
to provide the nevessary high
ways, sewers and other facil)
tes that would be needed.

CLA Inrector Allen Dualles
personally helieves the Langley
location would be “ideal” it
was learned,  But his ageney
fears 11 would have o assume
the entire cost of the various
road and other improvements
neerssary to serve a headquar
ters in that area. And this
added expense might make 5t
imore dificull to gel congres
stonal approval of 1he entire
projeet. CIA heheves.

e Regianal Council's ap. ]

P
d0245R000100180804-9¢ 1 ansiey e, !

was conditioned upon the
|Fedrral Government assuming;
the inthial cost of the needed|
{public facilitios.
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exans Buy 500-Acre
ot In Fairfax County
or Housing Project -

Site Follows |

Proposed GW
Highway Route

A 500-acre plot of property front-
ing the Potomac River in Fairfax
County will be developed by five
wealthy Tewas oil men along the
route of the proposed George
W.ashington Memoarial Highway.

Robert J. McCandlish, attorney
for the purchasers, says lhe Tex-
ans hope the parkway is never built
{because it would “‘handicap de-
velopment  of the property forf.
large, expensive homes.” They fecl
if the highway does go through a
less cxpensive type development
wouid be more suitable,

The acreage is a portion of the
former Mackall Property, a scenic
woodland with 3,485 fect of river
fronfage and about 2,100 fcet of
frontage on the Georgetown Pike.
The purchasers, all of Dallas, Tex.,
paid a cerlified check for $745,056
1o William W. Mackall and Arthur
Hlellen. The new owners are B.
J. Majors, Z. L. Majors, Toddie
L. Wynne, Toddie L. Wynne Jr.,
and Angus L. Wynne Jr,

The next proposed extension of
the parkway would carry. it along
the river in front of the Mackall
property, but the government has
not yel put up funds to acquire a
right of way in the county. The
Fairfax Counly Board of Super-
visors has twice shown interest in
the highway by matching govern-
ment funds in the couniy budget
for right of way acquisition. Public
water and sewer is not now avail-
able on the property.
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RAPS SENATE

CTION ON CIA

Local Site
Advocated

By Mayor

Langley Favored
In Recent Action
In Upper Chamber

Mayor Leroy S. Bendheim this
morning lashed oul at recent Con-
gressional action authorizing the
sum of $58,000,000 for a new CIA
headquarters at Langley, as “typi-
cal false economy' which would
“pour 11 million dollars df the
taxpayers’ money down the drain.”

“Somcthing just doesn’t make
sense.” he declared. “Here we have
offered a 130-acre site in Alexan-
dria. complete with reads and all
necessary facilities for CIA al less
than -$400.000 only to find that
Congress has aprioved spending
$11.000:000 for the same thing in
Langley. According to our con-
tacts with CIA, the objcclions of
Langlcy‘ civie groups and an end-
less series of news articles the Al-
exandria sile was as good as selec-
ted. The entlire matter s a puz
ling surprise to me,” he observed.

Mayor Rendheim, who assumed
his office last Friday, has served
as vice mayor on a City Council
committee offering a site at the in-
tersection of Seminary Road and
Shirley Highway to the CIA which
has proposed building a new $38,-
000,000 headquarters.

Approved For Releast

Location in Langley

Allen W. Dulles, director of the

entral Tntelligence Agency, has

.ormed the president of the
"airfax Chamber of Commerce
that the agency is still giving
“‘'serious consideration” to the
Langley arca of the county as a
site for its new headquarters
bufiding.

In a leiter to W. C. Wills, the
chamber’s president and a candi-
date for county supervisor from
the Mason District, Mr. Dulles
expressed thanks f[or “prepara-
tion of the most attractive bro-
chure  illustrating  pertinent
points that should be considered
in our final site selected.”

Mr. Dulles added: “We are

interest in this matter and as-
sure you that Langley continues

grateful for your assistance and|

to receive our serlous considera-

&"3004/08/31 : CIA-RDP63T00245R00010016

On Langley Site

Too Much
‘Secreey™ Is

Laid to CI A

A Washington attorney who
jives m Melean, Va, sad yes
terday that the Central Inteli-
genee Agency had used tun-
warranted scercey” aml had
misled citizens of the Langley
avea when il reversed a deci-
sion not to butld a new head-
quarters building there.

Roger 13, Fisher, of George
town Pike, said C1A 15 enlitled
lm and “ought (o Keep s oper-
ations  secrcl. But where 1
v‘hulld: its headauarters is hard-
iy a matter which can be hept
seerel”

Fisher, said it was publicly
announced i Aprid that U1y
had dropped consideration ol
the Langley site, then CTY Vse
cretly reversed its pestion”

“1 am convineed.” sad Fish-
er, “that as a result of this se-
creey the Congress has not heen
wformed of the full preture e
garding the public raads tracl
at Langley.”

He said he doubled that mem-
hers of (he Jlowse Appropria-
tions Commiltee, now consider-i
ing funds for the praposed;
puilding, were informed  that|
under a 1930 Art of Congress,;
the proposed sité on the ot
omac above Chain Dridge was
placed under the supervision]
of the National Capital Plan
ning Commussion for park pur.|
1IAseS, .

In aletler to comniittee mem |
hers, signed by Fisher on he
hall of himself and six ather:
Langley arca residents, Fisher!
said “lo locate in Langley!
would damage a unique com
munity with no offsetling gain,
to CIAM )

The letler said Fairfax Coun-y
ly is already *hard-pressed™ 1o
provide water, sewerage.,
schools, roads, palice amd other
facilities for a rapidly growing
population.

No “affirmative reason,” the
letler said, has been offered for
localing the office building on
potential park land, in the
midst of an entirely residential
area, against the wishes of the
community.

0004-9




SCORE:
Alexandria $400,000
Langley $12,500,000
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THE BOX SCORE

ALEXANDRIA

versus

LANGLEY

p—

@othc r

T
than for the CIA building@

Cost to the U. S., for land $200,000
Cost to the City of Alexandria,

to enlarge the exit from
Shirley Highway onto the
site . . $200,000

B

TOTAL COST-—d»

The Alexandria site also has:

An adequate road net extending in
all directions

Bus transportation available in an
existing company (Virginia law
prevents strikes which mighi
suspend service)

Power lines into the site

Water mains into the site .

A

A lrunk sewer being completed into
the site, connecting with new city
treatment plant

A new telephone exchange building
being completed, Lo expand
existing service in this area

New housing includes 8300 apart-
ments within five minutes drive
($65 to $125)

New housing includes 3700 houses
within 15 minutes drive and 300
more are under construction

Older housing available for sale or
rent in Alexandria & TIFairfax
County

Public and private schools are
adequate, and a new $2,000,000
high school is being built only

500 yards Rpprovéd Fort Release 2004/08/31

Cost to the U. S., for Memorial
Parkway $8,500,000
Cost to the State of Virginia

for other access roads $2,500,000
Cost to Fairfax County

for sewerage $1,000,000
Cost to the City of

Falls Church, for ’

waler supply $ 500,000

VOISUS ——————p 512,500,000

The Langley site has:

No road whatever of even fair
capacity

Inadequate bus transportation (and,
at the moment, none available to
employees living in Washington)

No available power

No available water; only source is
from the City of Falls Church,
which is dependent upon Arling-
ton and could be cut off in

cmergency

No sewerage facilities
No sizeable telephone facilities
No comparable housing
No comparable housing
No comparable housing

The rural character of the area in-
dicates that few, if any, school
facilities are available

: CIA-RDP63T00245R000100160004-9
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DISSENTING STATEMENT

Max S.Wehrly

{Inclosure 1)

For reasons outlined below, I cannot concur with the attached
majority report of the Reglonal Council committee relating to the
location of the CIA in the Langley, Virginla, area,

I readily agree that it 1s possible to locate this installation
in the Langley area, but only on the basls that it is possible te do
anything, given sufficient time and assured funds, However, I do not
think that a project of this magnitude is feasible or desirable in
the subject location from the standpoint of either the present or
foreseeable effect and impact it will have on thls pertion of the
metropolitan area in terms of adjacent land use, accessibility,
publie utilities, community services and related factors,

I believe that the Planning Council would be entirely remiss in
its duty if it did not enumerate at least the major elements of im=-
pact that sueh a facllity will have on the area for the information
of the jurisdictions affected, as well as for the federal agencies
involved, .

A careful analysis of the planning considerations related te
this site reveals that the proposed project would, in my opinion,
have a greater impact here than on almest any other part of Fairfax
County and Northern Arlington, as it would require a camplete re-
casting of planning and development of the area in terms of magni-
tude, timing, and cost, If this were a tax-paying activity locating
in such an area, both the initial and long=term financial impact
would be considerably modified, I should like to list for the reeord
the eonsiderations, as I see them, whieh would be invelved in this
project,

(a) Changes in existing plans for the area,

Existing development of and plans for the area, including the
preposed Fairfax Master Plan just completed, are based on a relative-
ly open-type low population denslity not to exceed 10 persons per
acre, Virtually no multi-famlly uses are in exlstence or contem-
plated, Commercial and industrial uses are at a minimum, In my
opinion, the area is peculiarly suited to this type of development
for reasons of topography, subsoil, access and existing character,
In effect it continues the charaecter of development already firmly
established in the comparable part of Arlington County, With the
advent of a large installation, such as proposed, the well concelved
plans for the area would have to be completely reviewed, This in
itself would be timemconsuming and expensive,
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(b) Population growth,

It has been estimated that this installation willl bring into
the area an additlional 22,700 persons directly attributable to the
project, This is based on a ratio of 1,l service workers for each
employee or basic worker, We have been informed that only about 10
percent of the existing employees now live in the County out of 30
percent in the Northern Virginia area, It should be noted that as
the area changes character, with smaller lots and more numerous
shopping centers, there will undoubtedly be a further increase In
population generated by, but unrelated to, the project itself,

(c) Utilities,

The agency has stated that they are aiming for a two to three-
year completion date, This would require concurrently complete
sewage treatment and water service facilities,

At the present time, the projected treatment plant in the Pimmit
Run watershed has been authorized and bonds issued on the basls of
10 persons to the acre to serve 7500 people by the end of a fivew-
year period, This plant, unless substantially enlarged, would be at
or beyond its initial capacity on completion, I am informed that to
enlarge it now at County expense, would require revising or scrapping
the present bond issue, new plans, & revised bond issue, approval of
the State Water Control Board, and a relocation of the plant, requir-
ing a delay of at least two to three years, It could mean a trunk
line to Arlington, Alexandria, or Blue Plains at considerable cost
and time, The U,S, Engineert!s Office has advised that sewage effluent
could not be dumped at the site above the proposed Little Falls Dam,

The present water supply in the area is now obtained either from
scattered ground water sources or purchase from Falls Church through
the Arlington malns, Arlington, in turn, purchases it from the
Washington Aqueduct, Arlington, by written agreement can shut off
the supply to IFalls Church on one year'!s notice, as they require more
water, Careful population forecasts 1lndicate this shut-off period to
be within about five years, at which time Arlington will need the full
capacity of these mains, But it would be only two to three years away
if this project and the development generated by 1t should be served
through the Arlington mains, Thesce mains cross the river into
Arlington County at Chain Bridge, Falls Church 1s contemplating a
new service main across the river at Little Falls, designed to con-
nect directly with the Dalecarlia supply. However, the earliest poa-
sible completion date would appear to be 1960-1962, provided funds
were avallable == which they are not, Even then, there 1s a serlous
question If the Dalecarlia supply would be in a position to furnish
the Falls Church main in excess of the normal supply estimated by
1960-1965 and based on estimates made for a lower demand, In any
event, all evidence polnts to a deficlency between supply and demand
for a period of at least two to four years 1f the proposed installa-
tion is bullt at Langley,
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(a) Highways and bridges.,

Present highway plans, if fully completed, would probably be
satisfactory to serve this project, However, within the time schedule
proposed, the following highways would have to be completed concurrent=
1y with the project, as it can now be reached only by one narrow two=
jane road, Only by so doing could the site be reoached within any
reasonable time period during peaks,

George Washington Memorial Parkway, from Spout Run at least to
the property, and preferably to Tabln John Bridge, would be required,
Funds are available for this acquisition of right-of-way but it 1is very
doubtful if these funds are now adequate in view of the speculative
iand values resulting from this project, The roadway would in all
probability need to be six lanes instead of four from Chain Dridge to
the site,

Routes 123 and 193 in Virginia should be double~barroled to pro=-
vide adequate capaclty, with six lanes on 193 from Glebe Road to
Langley, The Virginia Highway Department has stated that the improve=-
ment of 123 is from five to ten years away if developed on the basis
of existing prioritles end avallable funds, There is apparently no
priority for the further improvement of 193,

Studies by Arlington County indicate that because of the cone -
fluence of the Parkway and Route 123 at the Chain Bridge bottleneck,
1t would require both the Parkway and 123 to be six-~lane facilities
rather than the presently proposed four, to provide adequate lane
capacity for peak periods, Additional width will meen additioneal
rights-of=way and new design plans,

This project will also necessitate a very early priority for the
Cabin John Bridge and the Virginia portion of the outer belt. Neither
have any priority or authorization at present.

(e) Economics,

This section of Northern Virginia has been experiencing a sound,
gradual and desirable economic development under existing plans be=-
cause of the low density on large 10t areas, reaquiring a minimum of
public facilities and services and supporting a commensurate tax base,
If the need for capltal improvements increases excesslvely and rapldly,
it is evident that plans, priorities and financing will have to be
drastically revised,

It should be clear that neither the Counties nor the State are, or
will soon be, in a financlal position to absorb the financlal impact
which can be expected within the time schedule outlined, If congle-
dered at all, it should be only on the basis of a complete and
coordinated commitment of funds for these facilitles an Services to

Pe made available concurrently with the appropriation for the 1nstal-
1lation itself,
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Senator Ellender, How is the site you proposed
with reference to distance from Fort Belvoir?
Mr. Willard. I would say about seven miles.

STATEMENT OF HONDRABLE ARMISTED BOOTH,
VIRGINIA STATE SENATOR FROM THE CITYOF
ALEXANDRIA

Mr. Booth. Secnator Chavez, I am Armistcd Booth,
at the precsen: time the Ddegate from Alexandria to the
Virginia House of Dckgates. I am the Democratic nomince
for the State Sonate, but unfortum tely in our District
nomination is no longer tantamount to election.

Senator Chavez, And still you want more federal
buildings.

Mr. Booth. Yes, sir. As a matter. . of fact, I
believe that this proposition is so good for the CIA and
so good for Alexandiia, that I would be delighted to welcome
it to Alexandria. 1In a nutshell, Scnator, therec is no
ques tion about the fact that Alexandria of fers the lcast
expensive and the most alaptable site for the building.

1 do not belicve tia when the facts are examined that can
be argued two ways. A1l facilities are available.

Secondly, the Mount Vernon Memorial Highway is to he
built. This certainly is no immediate indication or
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Therefore, it does seem there are some‘grobnds for
saying that the selection of the Langley site will mean
an additional appropriation immediately of $8.5 million
by the Federal Government.

What concerns me primarily is the burden that it is
going to cast on the State of Virginia, which I do not
believe has been gone into up to this time, The State
Highway Commissioner of Virginia, General James Anderson,
has said now for over two years that he is falling
behind at the rate of $33 million a year merely in the
upkeep of the highways which Virginia now has, 1In otherv
words, he needs $33 million more each year that he is
receiving to keep up our roads as they are. That
perhaps does not sound like a® a great Qealiof money to you
gentlemen in the Senate, but it represents one third of the
cost of the Virginia highways today. The annual appropria-
tion is about $90 million a year for the entire state.

Senator Ellender. Aren't you getting a good deal more
revenue from gasoline by Yirtue of the use of these roads,

Mr. Booth. We are getting from the gasoline taxes right
now $60 million a year,

Senator Ellender. What is that percentage?
Approved For Release 2004/08/31 : CIA-RDP63T00245R000100160004-9
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operating costs. The palance comes from licenses and
so forth.

Senator Ellendcr. What is your' tax per galdon?

Mr. Booth. It is six cente. The governor recommended
a one cent increase in the last dcssion of the legislature
which did not go through.

iIn addition to that fact that we are falling behind,
it has been impossible to make the appropriations in such
a way as to take care of the demands for northern Virginia.
The greatest bottlenecks in the Commonwealth are right
here. Unfortunately, for Northern Virginia, the
state highway system is fairly good downstate, and the
legislators cannot excite themselves over RAKEXXWE making
the appropriations which should be made to do away with the
constrictions we have in and around Alexandxia and Fairfax
County at Seven Corners and many other places.

It seems to me that the construction of this building
at Langley will cast a staggering purden on the State of
Virginia, because the beginning of the building of this
one highway will be merely the beginning of what will
have to be done with other roads in order to feed into it.

Senator Ellender. Langley is not in your Senatorial

Approved For Release 2004/08/31 : CIA-RDP63T00245R000100160004-9
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Mr. Booth. ©No, sir, Alexandria is. Actually we
have not in the rememberable past been able to make state
appropriations adequate for Fairfax County. This will
increase the burden intolerably and I don't sec how the
state can do it.

In Alexandria one of the confidential acts of the
City Council which they held in confidence for the CIA was
the passing of a resolution guaranteeing $1000,000 for
the building of access roads. Shirley Highway is therc.
It has to be widened and should be widened by one width.
The_traffic problem will not be increased, and I
respectfully differ with Mr. Wills if the building is
passed there because the traffic goigg to ¥ CIA will
be going down in the morning and coming back in the afternoon,
the directions where the flow will be the lighest at those
timesf Therefore, we feel that should not be a problem.

This problem of the burden on the State of Virginia
is somet ing which is almost incalculable.

Senator Ellender. You mean if built in Langley?

Mr. Booth. Yes sir. All of the access roads which
will have to be comm tructed, the increase in the pressure
on the existing bottlenecks will be terrific. I just
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would be consulted in more detail if the Lgngley site
is adopted, if these gentlemen finally decide to go there.

I would like to say one thing, Mr. Chaiman. I want
the record perfectly clear. I am the attorney for Mr.
Winkler. T want that to be known to this committee,
because I am not here representing Mr. Winkler. I am here
on behalf of the City of Alexandria.

Senator Ellender, Mr. Senator Elect, as I understand
the CIA is getting a free site -- of course, it is owned
by the government -- why could you not interest the people
there to give a free site for the building. You would
cinch it then, I believe., It is only a million dollars,

Mz . Booth., It is not. He is only asking $8% $275,000,

Senator Ellender. I thought Mr. Dulles said it
would require $1 million for the site.

Mr. Dulles, We only asked for a million. I said it
would not necessarily rgquire all of the milliom.

Senator Ellender, Why do you ask for more than the
property costs?

Mr. Dulles. I don't know. I have not completed my
negotiations. This, I believe, is for how many acres?

Mr. Booth., 70.
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buy additional acreage. 1 want my land to be as cﬂeap as
po ssible. 1 am glad to have the competitors bidding
against each other.

Senator Ellender. As I understand you, you need at
lcast 100 acres,

Mr. Dulles. Yes, at least.

Senator Ellender. How much of that will be used for
parking?

Mr.White. 50 to 60 acres for parking.

Scnator Ellender. What willvthe rest be used for?

Mr. White. The actual buildingwould require bomewhere
between 25 and 30, sir,

Scnator Ellcnder. You don't mein the building will
cover 25 or 30 acres,

Mr. White. The building must be landscaping and
whatnot that goes around the building would take that
much acreage,

Mr. Dulles. I want a bit of protection around the
building. I want distance between myself and the road,

Bepator Ellender. You mean you need protection
against the Virginians? What difference would a few yards
more or less make if you build a fence?

Approved For Release 2004/08/31 : CIA-RDP63T00245R000100160004-9
M-~. Dulles. That area will be built up pretty




App.roved For Release 2004/08/31 : CIA-RDP63T00245R000100160004-9
rapidly around the Winkler or other dots, There are
three plots in contemplation,

Senator Ellender. Couldn't you do with 70 acres?

Mr. Dulles. I think it would be very unwise.

Mr. Booth, May I say somethiing here, without
attempting to debate with Mr. Dulles. I certainly do not
want to do that. When Mr. Winkler was first approached, and I
believe Col. White will hear this out, I think they mentioned
40 or 50 acres, He gave them x8588x15, and put a price
of $5,000 an acre on the balance. Then they felt that they
might need70 acres. I can say sincerely and truthfully
that we did not know until this moment that CIA wantcd
100 acres. I know where Mr. Winklor is.

Mr. Dulles. Mr. Winkler knew it.

Mr. Booth. He knew you wanted 100 acres?

Mr. White. Oh, yes.

Mr. Booth. He is on vacation but he could be reached.
If this is a question of CIA going to Langley -~

Senator rKllender. That is what I suggested a while ago,
You folks are coming here for the purpose of getting CIA and
this committee interested, if you get busy and offer a

site
PXXER they want at gz reasonable price, you could cinch
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Mr. Booth. We honestly felt we had met all the
conditions.

Senator Ellender. And let the committee know in
advance what it will cost. Then you may close the
b;rgain within the next week, because we are going to get
out of Washington in about two more weeks, I hope.

Senator Chavez. If you don't get sufficient land
now, and you need it five’years hence,you will not get
it for $5,000 an acre.

Mr. Dulles. That is correct.

Senator Ellender, I am not arguing as to the side., I
conform to your judgment, It is only a suggestion
that I am throwing out to these folks. I am familiar with
these things out in my own area in souty Louisiana. We
§
often give a premium to get such fine businesses as will be
generated by the erection of the CIA building in that
locality. If you went to Louisiana, we would give you
a site and water and everything else.

Mr. bulles. Thank you, Senator.

Mr. Booth, Thank you, Mr. Chairman,

Senator Chavez, Thank you, gentlemen. The committee

will stand in recess until 2 o'clock.
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